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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  I— OFFICE  OF  EDUCATION,  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

PART  176— SUPPLEMENTAL  EDUCA¬ 

TIONAL  OPPORTUNITY  GRANTS  PRO¬ 
GRAM 

Amendments  With  Regard  to  Indian  Stu¬ 
dents  Eligible  for  BIA  Grants-ln-Aid  and 
Financial  Assistance  From  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Education 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
Friday,  March  7,  1975  (40  FR  10686) 
setting  forth  the  manner  in  which  finan¬ 
cial  aid  packages  will  be  administered  for 
Indian  students  also  eligible  to  receive 
educational  grants-in-aid  from  the  Bu- 
ruea  of  Indian  Affairs  (BIA) . 

The  proposed  rule  required  that  Indian 
students  eligible  for  assistance  under  OE 
administered  programs  be  considered  on 
an  equal  basis  with  other  students,  that 
BIA  grants-in-aid  supplement  financial 
aid  provided  from  other  sources  so  long 
as  the  total  amount  of  such  aid  does 
not  exceed  the  student’s  financial  need, 
and  that  if  the  combined  amount  of  aid 
exceeded  the  level  of  need  as  determined 
by  the  institution,  the  following  sequence 
of  deductions  was  set  forth:  loans,  work- 
study  and  grants  except  Basic  Education¬ 
al  Opportunity  Grants. 

It  had  become  apparent  that,  in  the 
absence  of  the  above  regulation,  the 
practices  of  institutions  of  higher  educa¬ 
tion  were  not  consistent,  and  in  some 
cases,  failed  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of 
the  BIA  supported  program.  Because  of 
the  special  trust  relationship  which  the 
United  States  has  maintained  with  In¬ 
dians  and  because  of  special  consider¬ 
ation  for  Indians  which  Congress  has  ex¬ 
pressed,  particularly  in  the  Snyder  Act, 
(25  U.S.C.  13)  from  which  the  BIA 
grants-in-aid  derive,  it  was  proposed  that 
BIA  grants-in-aid  be  treated  as  entirely 
supplementary  to  awards  made  under  the 
Supplemental  Educational  Opportunity 
Grants  program  (SEOG) ,  the  Basic  Edu¬ 
cational  Opportunity  Grant  program 
(BEOG) ,  and  other  programs  adminis¬ 
tered  by  the  institution,  such  as  the  Col¬ 
lege  Work -Study  (CWS)  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Direct  Student  Loan  (NDSL)  pro¬ 
grams,  provided  that  the  total  amount 
of  assistance  thus  made  available  to  the 
student  did  not  exceed  his  level  of  need 
for  financial  assistance.  It  was  the  Com¬ 
missioner’s  intent  that  nothing  contained 
in  the  regulation  would  affect  the  rights 
of  Indians  or  Native  Americans,  by  rea¬ 
son  of  their  tribal  membership  or  under 
Federal  law,  to  any  benefit  which  results 
from  their  status  as  Indians  or  Native 
Americans. 

Interested  parties  were  invited  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  proposed  rule.  Below  is  a 
summary  of  the  comments  made  on  the 
proposed  rule  and  the  responses  of  the 
Office  of  Education. 

Comment.  Numerous  comments  were 
received  both  pro  and  con,  regarding  the 
wisdom  of  treating  BIA  grants  as  sup¬ 
plementary  to  the  other  federal  programs 
of  student  financial  aid.  On  the  pro  side, 
commenters  felt  that  the  proposed  regu¬ 


lation  placed  Indian  students  on  an  equal 
footing  with  other  students  when  apply¬ 
ing  for  Supplemental  Educational  Op¬ 
portunity  Grants,  since,  in  the  past,  some 
financial  aid  officers  had  either  not 
awarded  Indian  students  Supplemental 
Grants  because  they  anticipated  that  the 
student  would  get  a  BIA  grant,  or  they 
deducted  from  the  Indian  student’s  Sup¬ 
plemental  Grant,  the  amount  he  received 
or  would  receive  from  the  BIA.  On  the 
con  side,  commenters  felt  that  the  regu¬ 
lation  gave  preferential  treatment  to 
Indian  Students  since  they  would  receive 
a  greater  percentage  of  grant  assistance 
than  other  equally  needy  students. 

Response.  The  Commissioner  of  Edu¬ 
cation  recognizes  merit  in  the  arguments 
on  both  sides  of  this  question.  However, 
the  Commissioner  is  still  of  the  view 
that,  because  of  the  special  trust  re¬ 
lationship  which  exists  between  the 
United  States  Government  and  the  In¬ 
dians  and  the  special  consideration  for 
Indians  which  Congress  has  expressed 
in  the  Snyder  Act,  that  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation  should  continue  the  policy  ex¬ 
pressed  in  the  proposed  rule. 

Comment.  A  commenter  questioned  the 
Commissioner’s  authority  for  issuing  this 
regulation. 

Response.  We  have  been  advised  by  our 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel  that  the 
provisions  contained  in  the  proposed 
regulation  are  authorized  under  the  Sup¬ 
plemental  Educational  Opportunity 
Grants  Program. 

Comment.  Several  commenters  sug¬ 
gested  that  some  flexibility  be  provided 
in  the  sequence  of  deductions  provided  in 
the  proposed  rule  since  there  may  be  cir¬ 
cumstances  when  it  would  be  more  bene¬ 
ficial  for  a  student  to  receive  a  loan 
rather  than  work -study  employment. 

Response.  We  believe  this  comment  is 
well  taken  and  have  amended  the  regu¬ 
lation  accordingly. 

Comment.  One  commenter  asked 
whether  the  sequence  of  deductions  apply 
if  a  student  were  potentially  eligible  for 
a  Supplemental  Grant  but  in  fact,  did 
not  receive  one  or  any  other  Federal 
financial  assistance. 

Response.  Under  the  circumstances 
described  above,  the  regulation  would  not 
apply. 

Comment.  One  commenter  asked 
whether  BIA  funds  that  were  received  by 
a  student  for  an  academic  year  before 
the  institution  prepared  its  package  of 
financial  aid  for  that  student  should  be 
included  by  the  institution  fri  its  package. 

Response.  The  regulation  provides  in 
§  176.15(a)  (1)  that  “in  preparing  such  a 
package  [of  financial  aidl  the  institution 
shall  not  take  into  consideration  any  BIA 
grant-in-aid  which  the  student  has  re¬ 
ceived  or  is  expected  to  receive . . (Em¬ 
phasis  added) 

Comment.  One  commenter  expressed 
the  view  that  “the  mandatory  loan  and 
work-study  components  forced  on  In¬ 
dian  postsecondary  students  is  highly  in¬ 
advisable.’’ 

Response.  This  commenter  has  mis¬ 
construed  the  proposed  regulation.  There 
is  no  requirement  that  Indian  students  be 
provided  with  work  or  loans.  The  regula¬ 


tion  requires  the  financial  aid  officer  to 
prepare  a  package  of  financial  aid  for  an 
Indian  student  which  is  consistent,  as  to 
type  and  amount,  with  packages  pre¬ 
pared  for  students  who  are  not  eligible 
for  BIA  grants-in-aid,  who  have  similar 
levels  of  financial  need  and  who  are  sim¬ 
ilar  with  respect  to  any  other  general 
characteristics  used  by  the  institution  in 
preparing  such  packages.  Furthermore, 
the  regulation  has  been  amended  to  en¬ 
courage  student  financial  aid  officers  to 
consult  with  BIA  officials,  who  are  re¬ 
sponsible  for  administering  BIA  post¬ 
secondary  financial  assistance  programs 
and  who  are  familiar  with  the  needs  of 
Indian  students,  in  determining  an  In¬ 
dian  student’s  need  and  the  makeup  of 
his  package  of  financial  assistance. 

Comment.  A  commenter  noted  that  if 
the  BIA  offers  grant  assistance  to  Indian 
students  and  such  grant  assistance  re¬ 
places  already  packaged  work -study  and 
loan  awards,  the  Supplemental  Grant 
may  no  longer  be  matched. 

Response.  Indian  students  receiving 
BIA  grants  are  probably  eligible  for  Basic 
Educational  Opportunity  Grants  in 
amounts  sufficient  to  “match”  Supple¬ 
mental  Grants. 

Comment.  A  commenter  stated  that  if 
BIA  funds  replace  already  packaged  loan 
or  work-study  assistance,  it  may  be  too 
late  to  award  those  funds  to  other  stu¬ 
dents,  e.g.,  entering  freshman  who  de¬ 
cided  not  to  attend  that  institution  be¬ 
cause  of  the  unavailability  of  student  as¬ 
sistance. 

Response.  As  we  understand  it,  BIA 
grant-in-aid  funds  are  not  appropriated 
on  a  forward  funded  basis.  However, 
since  the  amount  appropriated  for  such 
grants  is  generally  consistent  over  the 
years,  BIA  area  officials  can  generally 
estimate  which  upperclass  students  will 
receive  renewal  grants  and  the  amount 
of  such  grants  at  the  time  the  student 
financial  aid  officers  are  preparing  fi¬ 
nancial  aid  packages.  Anticipating  the 
grants  for  freshmen  is  a  more  difficult 
situation.  However,  the  problem  men¬ 
tioned  by  the  commenter  can  be  allevi¬ 
ated  if  proper  coordination  is  made  with 
the  appropriate  BIA  regional  officials. 

Other  comments  were  received  con¬ 
cerning  the  role  and  function  of  the  BIA 
in  the  area  of  providing  financial  assist¬ 
ance  to  Indians  in  postsecondary  educa¬ 
tion.  These  comments  were  referred  to 
the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs. 

Several  comments  were  also  received 
about  a  matter  not  covered  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation.  These  comments  con¬ 
cerned  the  treatment  of  the  assets  of 
Indians  and  Native  Americans  and  spe¬ 
cifically  the  treatment  of  funds  received 
pursuant  to  the  Alaska  Native  Claims 
Settlement  Act  (<3  U.S.C.  1601,  et  seq.) 
and  the  Indian  Claims  Commission  Act 
(25  U.S.C.  1401,  et  seq.).  It  was  the  view 
of  these  commenters  that  funds  received 
as  settlements  pursuant  to  that  Act 
should  not  be  considered  as  part  of  the 
assets  of  the  student  and  his  parents  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  a  student’s 
financial  need. 

The  treatment  of  this  issue  was  not 
Included  in  this  final  regulation  because 
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the  subject  matter  of  the  comments  was 
not  Included  as  part  of  the  proposed 
rule;  consequently  the  public  was  not 
invited  to  comment  on  a  position  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Office  of  Education  with 
regard  to  this  issue.  Furthermore,  how 
Indian  assets  are  to  be  counted  affects 
the  Basic  Educational  Opportunity 
Grant,  College  Work-Study,  National  Di¬ 
rect  Student  Loan  and  Guaranteed  Stu¬ 
dent  Loan  Programs  as  well  as  the  Sup¬ 
plemental  Educational  Opportunity 
Grants  Program.  Accordingly  a  sepa¬ 
rate  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  con¬ 
cerning 'the  treatment  of  the  assets  of 
Native  Americans  will  be  published. 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  October  14. 
1975  there  were  published  Notices  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  setting  forth  proposed 
regulations  for  the  National  Direct  Stu¬ 
dent  Loan  (40  FR  48252-48264)  and  the 
College  Work-Study  (40  FR  48266-48277) 
Programs.  Sections  114.10  (45  CFR  114.- 
10)  of  the  proposed  National  Direct  Stu¬ 
dent  Loan  Program  Regulations  and 
§  175.15  (45  CFR  175.15)  of  the  College 
Work -Study  Program  Regulations  con¬ 
tain  language  similar  to  the  language 
proposed  on  March  7,  1975  for  $  175.15. 
It  is  the  intention  of  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation  when  these  proposed  regulations 
are  republished  in  final  form  to  amend 
those  sections  to  correspond  with  §  176.15 
as  set  forth  below. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  §  176.15  of 
Part  176  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

Effective  date.  Pursuant  to  section  431 
(d)  of  the  General  Education  Provisions 
Act,  as  amended  (20  U.S.C.  1232(d) ) ,  this 
regulation  has  been  transmitted  to  the 
Congress  concurrently  with  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  document  in  the  Federal 
Register.  That  section  provides  that  reg¬ 
ulations  subject  thereto  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  forty-fifth  day  following 
the  date  of  such  transmission,  subject  tb 
the  provisions  therein  concerning  Con¬ 
gressional  action  and  adjournment. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.418,  Supplemental  Educational 
Opportunity  Grants) 

Dated:  March  31, 1976. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner 
of  Education. 

Approved:  August  13,  1976. 

Marjorie  Lynch 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

Part  176  of  Title  45  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
§  176.15  as  follows: 

§  176.15  Coordination  with  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs  grantH-in-aid. 

(a)  In  determining  the  amount,  if  any, 
of  a  Supplemental  Grant  to  be  awarded 
to  a  student  who  is  eligible  for  such  a 
grant  and,  in  addition,  is  eligible  for  an 
educational  grant-in-aid  under  a  pro¬ 
gram  administered  by  the  Bureau  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs  (BIA) ,  the  institution  shall 
observe  the  following  practice: 

(1) A  “package”  of  student  assistance 
will  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
§  176.14  for  each  such  student  from  re¬ 
sources  other  than  BIA  grants-in-aid.  In 
preparing  such  a  package,  the  institution 
shall  not  take  into  consideration  any 
BIA  grant-in-aid  which  the  student  has 
received  or  is  expected  to  receive  and 
such  package  shall  be  consistent,  as  to 
the  types  and  amounts  of  the  respective 
awards  included  therein,  with  packages 
prepared  for  students  who  are  not  eligi¬ 
ble  for  BIA  grants-in-aid,  who  have 
similar  levels  of  financial  need  and  who 
are  similar  with  respect  to  any  other 
general  characteristics  used  by  the  insti¬ 
tution  in  preparing  such  packages. 

(2)  The  amount  of  any  BIA  grant-in- 
aid,  whether  received  by  the  student 
prior  to  the  preparation  of  the  package 
described  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this 
section  or  subsequent  thereto,  shall  be 
supplementary  to  the  package  of  aid 
from  other  resources,  and  no  adjustment 
shall  be  made  to  such  package  so  long 
as  the  total  of  such  package  and  the  BIA 
grant-in-aid  does  not  exceed  the  institu¬ 
tion’s  determination  of  the  student’s 
need  (i.e.,  the  difference  between  the 
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student’s  cost  of  education  at  the 
institution  and  his  expected  family 
contribution). 

(3)  If  the  total  amount  of  the  BIA 
grant-in-aid,  when  combined  with  the 
package  of  other  assistance  prepared  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (a)(1)  of 
this  section  exceeds  the  institution’s  de¬ 
termination  of  the  student’s  need,  the 
amount  of  such  excess  only  shall  be  de¬ 
ducted  from  the  package  of  other  assist¬ 
ance.  Except  as  provided  for  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (4)  of  this  section,  such  deduc¬ 
tion  shall  be  done  in  sequence,  so  that 
such  excess  is  first  deducted  from  any 
awards,  or  proposed  awards,  in  the  form 
of  loans;  if  an  excess  still  remains  after 
all  such  loan  awards  have  been  adjusted, 
deductions  shall  next  be  made  from  any 
awards,  or  proposed  awards,  in  the  form 
of  work-study;  if  an  excess  still  remains 
after  all  such  work -study  awards  have 
been  adjusted,  deductions  shall  be  made 
from  any  award,  or  proposed  award,  in 
the  form  of  a  grant,  other  than  a  grant 
under  the  Basic  Educational  Oppor¬ 
tunity  Grants  Program. 

(4)  If  requested  by  an  eligible  recipi¬ 
ent,  the  sequence  of  deductions  provided 
in  paragraph  (a)  (3)  of  this  section 
may  be  altered  if  such  an  alteration 
more  adequately  meets  the  need  of  that 
student. 

(b)  In  determining  the  amount  of  fi¬ 
nancial  need  of  students  eligible  for  BIA 
grants-in-aid,  the  Institution’s  student 
financial  aid  offioer  is  encouraged  to  con¬ 
sult  with  BIA  area  officials  who  are  re¬ 
sponsible  for  administering  BIA  post¬ 
secondary  financial  assistance  programs 
and  are  familiar  with  the  individual  fi¬ 
nancial  circumstances  of  such  students. 

(c)  Educational  grants-in-aid  made 
to  students  at  an  institution  under  a  pro¬ 
gram  administered  by  the  Bureau  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs  shall  be  considered  to  be  fi¬ 
nancial  aid  made  available  through 
such  insttiution,  for  purposes  of  9  176.16, 
if: 

(1)  The  institution  reviews  the  appli¬ 
cations  for  such  grants;  and 

(2)  The  institution  selects  the  recipi¬ 
ents  for.  and  determines  the  amounts  of. 
such  grants. 

(20  US.C.  1070b-l) 

(FR  Doc .76-24058  Filed  8-26-76:8:45  am] 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  Education 
[45  CFR  Parts  144. 175  and  176  ] 

NATIONAL  DIRECT  STUDENT  LOAN  PRO¬ 
GRAM,  COLLEGE  WORK-STUDY  PRO¬ 
GRAM,  SUPPLEMENTAL  EDUCATIONAL 
OPPORTUNITY  GRANTS  PROGRAM 

Determination  of  Financial  Need 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  In  Sections 
464,  444,  413B,  and  413C  of  the  Higher 
Education  Act  of  1965  as  amended  (20 
U.S.C.  1087dd,  42  U.S.C.  2754,  and  20 
U.S.C.  1070b-l  and  1070b-2),  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  proposes  to  amend  Parts 
144,  175,  and  176  of  Title  45  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  governing  the 
operation  of  the  National  Direct  8tudent 
Loan  (NDSL)  Program,  College  Work- 
Study  (CWS)  Program  and  Supplemen¬ 
tal  Educational  Opportunity  Grants 
(SEOG)  Program,  respectively. 

Under  the  above  programs  a  student 
receives  financial  assistance  on  the  basis 
of  financial  need.  Such  need  is  generally 
defined  as  the  difference  between  a  stu¬ 
dent’s  costs  of  education  and  his  ex¬ 
pected  family  contribution,  the  latter 
being  the  amount  the  student  and,  where 
relevant,  the  student’s  parents  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  contribute  toward  the  student’s 
educational  costs.  In  determining  a  stu¬ 
dent’s  expected  family  contribution,  both 
the  income  and  assets  of  the  student  and, 
where  relevant,  the  student’s  parents  are 
taken  into  consideration.  The  proposed 
amendment,  as  set  forth  below,  would 
exempt  from  consideration  as  either  as¬ 
sets  or  income  funds  received  by  Indi¬ 
ans  and  Native  Americans  under  the  Dis¬ 
tribution  of  Judgment  Funds  Act  (25 
U.S.C.  1401,  et  seq.)  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  (43  U.S.C.  1601, 
et  seq.).  Furthermore,  Indian  or  tribal 
property  that  may  not  be  sold  or  en¬ 
cumbered  without  the  consent  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  any  Indian 
property  held  in  trust  for  the  student  or 
his  family  by  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  would  not  be  considered  in  deter¬ 


mining  the  assets  of  the  Indian  or  Native 
American  student  or  his  parents. 

One  of  the  goals  of  the  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation  is  to  improve  the  educational  op¬ 
portunities  of  Indian  and  Alaska  Native 
students  by  providing  financial  assistance 
to  enable  them  to  attend  institutions  of 
higher  education.  Among  the  causes 
which  contribute  to  the  proportionately 
small  number  of  Indian  and  Alaska  Na¬ 
tive  students  attending  such  institutions 
has  been  limited  financial  resources  of 
those  students.  Part  of  the  limited  re¬ 
sources  of  Indians  is  property  that  is 
owned  by  individual  Indians  or  Indian 
tribes  but  which  is  either  held  in  trust 
by  the  United  States  Government  or  is 
property  which  may  not  be  sold  without 
the  express  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior.  It  has  been  the  policy  of  the 
Office  of  Education  not  to  consider  such 
property  to  be  an  asset  of  the  Indian 
student  or  his  parent  for  purposes  of  de¬ 
termining  that  student’s  expected  con¬ 
tribution  since  that  property  cannot  be 
used  by  the  student  or  his  family  to  pay 
the  student’s  educational  costs.  However 
this  policy  has  never  been  established  by 
regulation.  Furthermore  it  is  the  policy  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  to  disregard  funds  received 
under  the  Distribution  of  Judgment 
Funds  Act  and  the  Alaska  Native  Settle¬ 
ment  Claims  Act  with  respect  to  deter¬ 
minations  of  eligibility  for  benefits  under 
the  Supplemental  Security  Income  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  1382,  et  seq.)  and  the  Aid  to 
Families  with  Dependent  Children  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  601,  et  seq.).  Consistent  with 
this  Department  policy  the  proposed  rule 
provides  that  funds  received  by  Indians 
and  other  Native  Americans  under  those 
two  acts  will  be  similarly  disregarded  as 
income  and  assets  when  calculating  a 
student’s  expected  family  contribution 
under  the  above  noted  programs. 

Under  the  Basic  Educational  Op¬ 
portunity  Grants  Program,  need  is  deter¬ 
mined  in  a  matter  similar  to  that  done  in 
the  programs  described  above.  However, 
section  411(a)  (3)  (A)  (i)  and  (ii)  of  Title 
IV  require  that  the  system  used  for  de¬ 
termining  the  expected  family  contribu¬ 
tion  under  the  Basic  Grant  Program  must 
be  reviewed  by  the  Congress  before  such 
system  can  become  effective  for  each  aca¬ 


demic  year.  In  order  to  alleviate  the 
above  stated  concerns  about  the  funds 
received  under  the  Judgment  Funds  Act 
and  the  Alaska  Settlement  Claims  Act, 
the  Office  of  Education  will  propose  a 
change  in  the  need  determination  system 
for  the  Basic  Grant  Program,  to  become 
effective  during  the  1977-78  academic 
year. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections  to  this  proposed  rule  to  the 
Bureau  of  Postsecondary  Education,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Education,  Seventh  and  D  Streets 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202.  All  rele¬ 
vant  comments  must  be  received  not 
later  than  September  27, 1976. 

These  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  above  office  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  4:00 
pm.  Monday  through  Friday  of  each 
week. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance;  No. 
13.418,  Supplemental  Educational  Opportu¬ 
nity  Grants  Program;  No.  18.463,  Higher 
Education  Work-Study;  No.  18.471,  National 
Direct  Student  Loans) 

Dated:  May  10, 1976. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education . 

Approved:  August  13, 1976. 

Marjorie  Lynch, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 

The  proposed  rule  which  would  amend 
45  CFR  Parts  144,  175,  and  176  reads  as 
follows : 

In  determining  the  expected  family 
contribution  of  eligible  Indian  or  Native 
American  students  the  institution  shall 
not  consider  (1)  funds  received  pursuant 
to  an  award  under  the  Distribution  of 
Judgment  Funds  Act  (25  U.S.C.  1401.  et 
seq.)  or  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settle¬ 
ment  Act  (43  U.S.C.  1601,  et  seq.)  as  in¬ 
come  or  as  an  asset  of  the  student  or  his 
family;  and  (2)  property  which  may  not 
be  sold  or  encumbered  without  the  con¬ 
sent  of  the  Secretary  of  Interior  or  any 
other  property  held  in  trust  for  the  stu¬ 
dent  or  the  student’s  family  by  the 
United  States  Government  as  an  asset  of 
the  student  or  his  family. 

(FR  Doc.76-24659  Filed  8^26  76:8:45  am] 
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